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DETAILED ACTION 



Specification 



1 . The title of the invention is not descriptive. A new title is required that is clearly 
indicative of the invention to which the claims are directed. 



2. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 1 02 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

3. Claims 1-19 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Fellegara et al. (U.S. Patent 6,441 ,854) in view of Suzuki (U.S. Patent 6,359,649). 

Regarding claim 1, Fellegara et al. discloses an image apparatus, 
comprising: a photo-taking start instruction operation member (24) which gives 
an instruction for starting a photo-taking operation; a display device (36) which 
displays a photo-taking image obtained by the photo-taking operation in 
response to the photo-taking operation; and a decision device (col. 13, lines 18- 
45). However, Fellegara et al. fails to disclose a decision device that decides 
whether displaying of the photo-taken image displayed by the display device in 
response to the photo-taking operation is to be kept even after an operation of 
the photo-taking start instruction operation member is canceled. 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 
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Referring to the Suzuki reference, Suzuki discloses in Fig. 6 an image 
pickup apparatus, comprising: a photo-taking start instruction operation member 
(SW1 ) which gives an instruction for starting a photo-taking operation; a display 
device (19) which displays a photo taken image; and a decision device which 
decides whether displaying of the photo-taken image displayed by the display 
device in response to the photo-taking operation is to be kept even after an 
operation of the photo-taking start instruction operation member is canceled (col. 
9, line 60 -col. 10, line 2). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at 
the time the invention was made to have combined the teachings of Fellegara et 
al. with Suzuki in order to provide an image pickup apparatus that makes it 
possible to realize a so-called pre- or post-confirmation display that allows a user 
to confirm the state of a still image to be recorded. 

Regarding claim 2, Fellegara et al. discloses an image pickup apparatus, 
wherein the decision device decides whether displaying of the photo-taken image 
is to be kept, by an operation of an external operation member (37) different from 
the photo-taking start instruction operation member (24) (col. 13, lines 18-45). 

Suzuki also discloses in Fig. 6 an image pickup apparatus, wherein the 
decision device decides whether displaying of the photo-taken image is to be 
kept, by an operation by an external member (36) different from the photo-taking 
start instruction operation member (SW1) (col. 9, lines 21-30). 
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Regarding claim 3, Suzuki discloses in Fig. 6 an image pickup apparatus 
wherein the decision device includes a keeping instruction operation member 
which gives an instruction for keeping displaying of the photo-taken image, and, 
when the keeping instruction operation member is not operated, decides that 
displaying of the photo-taken image is not to be kept (col. 9, lines 21-30; col. 9, 
line 60 -col. 10, line 10). 

Regarding claim 4, Suzuki discloses an image pickup apparatus, wherein 
displaying of the photo-taken image decided to be kept by the decision device is 
canceled by an operation of the photo-taking start instruction member (SW1 ) 
(Fig. 6). If a user were to preview an image at the pre-confirmation level and lift 
their finger off the shutter button to cancel the recording and then repress the 
shutter button to preview a new image, the new image would be updated on the 
display. 

Regarding claim 5, Fellegara et al. discloses in Figs. 3 and 5 an image 
pickup apparatus, further comprising: a processing device which, in a state 
where displaying of the photo-taken image is kept by the decision device, applies 
a predetermined processing operation to the photo-taken image the displaying of 
which is kept (col. 4, line 65 - col. 5, line 16). 

Suzuki also states "it is necessary to display the still image for a 
sufficiently long time so that the user can perform a satisfactory pre- or post- 
confirmation of the photographic state of the still image" (col. 2, lines 11-14). 
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Regarding claim 6, Fellegara et al. discloses in Fig. 1 an image pickup 
apparatus, wherein the image pickup apparatus includes a camera. 

Regarding claim 7, Fellegara et al. discloses an image pickup apparatus, 
comprising: a display device (36) which displays a photo-taking image obtained 
by a photo-taking operation in response to the photo-taking operation; a decision 
device; and a processing device which, in a state where displaying of the photo- 
taken image is kept by the decision device, applies a predetermined processing 
operation to the photo-taken image the displaying of which is kept (col. 13, lines 
18-45; col. 4, line 65 - col. 5, line 16). However, Fellegara et al. fails to disclose a 
decision device that decides whether displaying of the photo-taken image 
displayed by the display device in response to the photo-taken operation is to be 
kept. 

Referring to the Suzuki reference, Suzuki discloses in Fig. 6 an image 
pickup apparatus, comprising: a display device (19); a decision device which 
decides whether displaying of the photo-taken image displayed by the display 
device in response to the photo-taking operation is to be kept; and a processing 
device (col. 9, line 60 - col. 10, line 2; col. 2, lines 11-14). 

Therefore it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at 
the time the invention was made to have combined the teachings of Suzuki with 
Fellegara et al. in order to provide an image pickup apparatus that makes it 
possible to realize a so-called pre- or post-confirmation display that allows a user 
to confirm the state of a still image to be recorded. 
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Regarding claim 8, grounds for rejecting claim 2 apply for claim 8 in its 
entirety. 

Regarding claim 9, grounds for rejecting claim 3 apply for claim 9 in its 
entirety. 

Regarding claim 10, grounds for rejecting claim 10 apply for claim 6 in its 
entirety. 

Regarding claim 11, Fellegara et al. discloses an image pickup apparatus, 
comprising: a display device (36) which displays a photo-taken image obtained 
by a photo-taking operation in response to the photo-taking operation; and a 
processing device which, in a state where displaying of the photo-taken image is 
kept by the display device (36), applies a predetermined processing operation to 
the photo-taken image the displaying of which is kept (col. 13, lines 18-45; col. 4, 
line 65 - col. 5, line 16). However, Fellegara et al. fails to disclose the display 
device keeping displaying of the photo-taken image. 

Referring to the Suzuki reference, Suzuki discloses in Fig. 6 an image 
pickup apparatus, comprising: a display device (19) that keeps displaying the 
photo-taken image; and a processing device (col. 9, line 60 - col. 10, line 2; col. 
2, lines 11-14). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at 
the time the invention was made to have combined the teachings of Suzuki with 
Fellegara et al. in order to provide an image pickup apparatus that makes it 
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possible to realize a so-called pre- or post-confirmation display that allows a user 
to confirm the state of a still image to be recorded. 

Regarding claim 12, Fellegara et al. discloses an image apparatus, 
wherein the processing device applies the predetermined processing operation to 
the photo-taken image the displaying of which is kept, by an operation of an 
external member (40) (col. 4, line 65 - col. 5, line 16). 

Regarding claim 13, grounds for rejecting claim 6 apply for claim 13 in its 
entirety. 

Regarding claim 14, this is a method claim corresponding to the apparatus 
claim 1 . Therefore, claim 14 is analyzed and rejected as previously discussed to 
claim 1. 

Regarding claim 15, this is a method claim corresponding to the apparatus 
claim 7. Therefore, claim 15 is analyzed and rejected as previously discussed to 
claim 7. 

Regarding claim 16, this is a method claim corresponding to the apparatus 
claim 1 1 . Therefore, claim 1 6 is analyzed and rejected as previously discussed 
to claim 11. 

Regarding claim 17, Fellegara et al. discloses in Fig. 19 a computer 
hooked up to an image pickup apparatus. Therefore, in order to run the image 
pickup apparatus from the computer there must be a program on the computer to 
implement the instructions. Furthermore, claim 17 is analyzed and rejected as 
previously discussed to claim 1 . 
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Regarding claim 18, Fellegara et al. discloses in Fig. 19 a computer 
hooked up to an image pickup apparatus. Therefore, in order to run the image 
pickup apparatus from the computer there must be a program on the computer to 
implement the instructions. Furthermore, claim 18 is analyzed and rejected as 
previously discussed to claim 7. 

Regarding claim 19, Fellegara et al. discloses in Fig. 19 a computer 
hooked up to an image pickup apparatus. Therefore, in order to run the image 
pickup apparatus from the computer there must be a program on the computer to 
implement the instructions. Furthermore, claim 19 is analyzed and rejected as 
previously discussed to claim 1 1 . 



4. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 

applicant's disclosure. 

a. Makishima et al. (U.S. Patent 6,549,307) discloses in Fig. 3 a preview 
mode where the user can select either a recording mode, printing mode, or a 
manual setting mode. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Heather R Long whose telephone number is 703-305- 
0681 . The examiner can normally be reached on Mon. - Thurs.: 7:00 am - 4:30 pm, and 
every other Fri.: 7:00 am - 3:30 pm. 



Conclusion 
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If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Andrew Christensen can be reached on (703) 308-9644. The fax phone 
number for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 703- 
872-9306. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 

HRL 

February 23, 2004 




